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MAR 13 1987 

Russell n. Selman. Esquire 
S~hif.f, Ua'Lcin ~l iliti te 
7200 :-1ears TOHer 
23.3 5rJut:, ~·iac.i:c!'" Driv"~ 
Chicaso~ Illinois 60cQ6 

Re: Martha C. ROSQ Che&icals, Inc. 

Dear Hr. Selman: 

The purr-ase of this letter is to confirm agreements 
anJ un~erstA~din& that were reached at our meeting on March J, 
1937? and to identify certain other items of importance. 

1. Sith respect to the Administrative Or~~r on Consent 
(AOC) ~ t!1e Cotrlmittee will provide the revised Work Plans 
for EPA' s ~~?roval by t·1arch 26! 1987. 

2. The technical proposal for waste stream disposal 
~ill be submitted tl.l EPA for review by ~-iarc:.h 31, 1987. 

3. A long range f:!ite-c.a.nagement plan~ including an 
initial schedule for all planned and anticipated site 
rp.sponse activities, will be submitted to EPA by May l~ 1987. 

4. Sometime during the "Week of i·larch 9 7 1987, you 8J:e 

to provide roe with a schedule of activities relating to the 
next phases of the clean-~p1 either on-site or off-site 
incineration of PGGs and PCE items. The requested schedule 
w~uLd.provide EPA wi~h the Commi~t~e:s bes~'estimates of 
tne tli!ie rracles [or 111terrw.1 actl.""l tle~ ~ .. I.'lCh must occur 
prior to IDnlernentation of the next phase of the clean-up. 
the SPA rec~Eni2eG that ti~e eram~s betueen or concurrent 
with some Co~nittee~ctivities will necessarily dcpund upon 
EPA 3ct!ons for which the Committee bas no cuntrol. 

5. During our meeting EPA agreed to have a repre3enta­
tive visit the site or. .a ;,;eekly or bi-\ieekly basis to advise 
Cl~an Sites. Inc. (Csr) as to whether activities are eith~r 
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being conducted in accordance witii the Adndnistrativs Order 
on -Consent and the associated work plans cr being performed 
in Q manner acceptable to S?.̂ . To help cake EPA's visits 
iTTGaningful, CSI must provide both Gecrs" Hess (EPA's OSC) 
and Steve Kinser (Project Coordinator) with adequate notice 
prior to irsplerfientation of significant site activities. 
.Apparently, tha bi-<.7eakly status rapcrta are not acconM'iiErfiin.i 
such notice. For example, on March II ^̂ r. Hess v;as notified 
that IO5OOO gallons of i^nitable niateriala %**src to be resiovad 
from the site the following day. This is hardly sufficient 
notice of -significant site activities. Please infora CSI 
that prior notice, at least five (5) working days, v.'ill be 
required. 

6, In response to EPA's need to be better advised of 
Committee activities; Jene Robinson agreed to pro%'ide Art 
Spratlin with a isoTithly renort. The report will include 
dates and tentative agendas for all upconing Rose Chemical 
Steering Committee meetings (for the next 30-day period). 
a summary of each Coraraittee laeeting held during t.he previous 
30-day period, a description of substantive is.sues or 
problatna that are anticipated, a description of substantive 
issues or problems that have been resolved, and one copy of 
each mass mailing correspondence that has been sent to the 
PRPs, or to a substantial nuraber of PRPs. A copy of 
Mr. Robinson's monthly report will be sent to Steve Kinser 
and myself. 

7. 3y ?ny letter of Febr'-Jiary 23, EPA requested an 
alphabetical listing of all ?5Ps that the CoKsittee. through 
Clean Sites, Inc., baa either been in contact with or identi­
fied as a P3P, Please forward this information to rae no 
later than March 23, 19S7. 

3. It waa agreed that Cliff Kline and George iless 
would visit the Buxton property for tha purpose of investi­
gating the possibility of returning the contasinatsd "house­
boat"' to the Holden facility. This occurred on .Harch 11. 
Assuming the Cocsmittee will not undertake to remove the 
boat bad- to the Holden facility. EPA will do so in tha 
next couple of weeks. By March 31, please notify .Te of the 
location at the site where the boat will ba tetnpcrarily 
stored. 
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A number of issues were identified at the raeeting, for 
which SPA is awaiting a response from the Cocntnittee. 

I. By Ry letter of February 23* EPA requested a 
listing of tha PRPs and each PRP's percentage contribution 
to the PCBs and PC3 itatas at the site. At the meeting, 
various Coismittae raetsbers expressed a reluctance to cosiply 
with this request for various reasons, Including the fact 
that the an;ount of certain PRPs contributions of FClia 
and PCB iter.f5s at the site were unrssolved. In response 
to thi3 reluctance, I requeated the Committee provide iiPA 
with the subject inforniation as it pertains to those PRPs 
for which no disagreeteent exists as to site contributions 
and that this list could be updated on a regular basis with 
additional PRPs, as contribution issues were settled. At 
our meetiiig, I believe Gary Johnson indicated ha would 
attempt to resolve issues relating to the suboittal of the 
requested documentation. 

By this letter, EPA restates, but modifies, its request 
for submission of the li.Ttlng of ail PRPs with their respective 
contributions of PC.Cs to the site, I am requesting this 
infortsation for all PRPs, regardless of whether a dispute 
exists between any PRP and CSI as to the amount of PCSa 
shipped to the site. In an effort to reach an agreement on 
this issue* I will modify the request and only require the 
subntission of the total dBase III data base that was created 
from information in the Danifests found oo site. The E?A 
has not yet undertaken to determine the contributions of 
PCBs and PCD items at the site by each PRP because it was 
our under.'Jtanding this information would be readily shared 
with EPA by the Conmittea. The Information should be 
provided on a dBase III diskette conipatible with EPA's 
computers (olease contact Mr. Kinser at 913-236-2856 for 
the type of dlslcetta required) and must be received by mo 
no later than April 3, 1987. EPA is requesting the informa­
tion pursuant to Article VI.3, of the AOC, Docket No. 8G-F-
0019 (also see paragraph 4 of the StatsRicnt of Uork). If 
it is not received by that date, EP.A's contractor will be 
tasked to develop the requested information from docusents 
and other records presently available to the Agency. Of 
course, this activity by our contractor will cause incurrence 
of additional recoverable response costs. In addition, EPA 
will consider requesting this and other infortsation pursuant 
to Section 104 of the Cotaprehensive Environmental Response, 
CoTcpenseticn and Liability Act of 19S0, as amended. 
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2. Questions arose concerning the possibility that 
certain reactive or ignitable naterials may be still on 
site* A determination was Bade that son̂ e ignitable rraterials 
were in fact on-site, becau.̂ e 10,000-gallons of material 
were to be ramove<l on .March 12, 1987. Please advise George 
Hess, EPA's QSC, by March 25, 1937, as to whether any other 
reactive or ignitable materials remain on site. 

3. Durin.E the laceting, Steve Kinser asked a number 
of questions raised by your letter of Î sbruary 24,. ig'j7_. 
which responded to Morris Kay's letter o£ January 23. These 
questions concerned site security and sKergency contingency 
matters. It was EPA's understanding th.at the Cofsffiittee 
would respond quickly to the following: 

(1) Provide a schedule for the iTaplesantation 
of identified fire safety iueasures: 

(2) Provide Eiore detail as to the actual fire 
fighting ability of the proposed trailer 
mounted foam generating unit, including 
operator identity and storage location 
(Ii a fire occurs on site, will that fire 
prevent its use?); 

(3) Identification of all specific irutual aid 
agreeraents or other arrangementa that have 
been cade or are being tsade in an effect to 
Eaximize the number of available trained 
fire fighting personnel. 

Please respond directly to Mr. Kinser by Harch 25, 
19S7, concerning these tsattera. 

4. With respect to any saiispling event that takes place 
at the site, it was agreed by the Committee that George 
Hes."5 î ould be given at least five (5) days notice prior to 
such sapjpling event. 

It is vny understanding from other conversations that 
the CoTsniittee will submit the inforniation collected during 
the inventory to EPA by Harch 31, 19)37. The E?A expects 
this oackace to include data taken from PCD iccr:.'a as vfall 
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as analytical results frow samples taken. In addition, SPA 
expects the submission of all other analytical results from 
samples taken. This would include reaults trov. all aair.ples 
taken from the 50* x 50' area sampling grids, all watar and 
ssdinient sainples from the lagoons and all sacples taken ^ 
frow atorra and sewer drains. For all samples taken on I 
site, the package to be subtritted must include analytical j 
results (including duplicate samples, spike samples and blanhs j 
which all relate to the Q.APP) and chain of custody and 
field sheets. Also please provide all water level fneflsura-
nents frors the process rooi?! pit. 

Analytical results from the 50' x 50' grid will soon 
be provided to SPA. Before EPA can establish appropriate 
clean-up levels, the Committee needs to deterraine the 
future use of the land and buildiiigs. In general, any 
residual levels of PCBs that are left in the soils and in 
the building will require soma type of .future USQ deed 
restrictions. 

If you believe any of the above understandings or corwit-
aients are î lcorrect or if you have any other questions or 
issues pertaining to this letter, please contact me. I 
will be out of the office froo March 14 through the 22nd. 

Sincerely, 

J. Scott Pemberton 
Assistant Regional Counsel 

bcc: Steven Kinser, USTM 
George Hess, ENSV 
Martha Steincamp. CNSL 
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